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DETAILED ACTION 

This Action is in regards to the Reply received on 23 May, 2005. 

Response to Amendment 

1 . This action is responsive to the application filed on May 23''^, 2005. Original 
claims 1-13 are not amended. Claims 14-21 are newly added. Claims 1-21 are 
pending. Claims 1-21 represent a method and apparatus for "distributing software 
features to a computer". 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 111, 12, and 1 3 have been carefully 
considered, but are not deemed fully persuasive. Applicants arguments are deemed 
moot in view of the following new ground of rejection as explained here below, 
necessitated by Applicant substantial amendment (i.e., a method wherein distributing 
software features to a computer...) to the claims which significantly affected the scope 
thereof. 

The dependent claims stand rejected as articulated in the First Office Action and all 
objections not addressed in Applicant's response are herein reiterated. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described In a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1, 4, 8, 9, 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Aronberg et al (Aronberg), U.S. Patent No. 5,933,647). 

Regarding claim 1, Aronberg teaches a method of distributing software features 
to a computer being accessible with a plurality of different user profiles each one 
associated with a corresponding operating context {fig. 1, items 101-102; column 2, 
lines 52-67; column 3, lines 1-14), the method including the steps of: 

providing a distribution package including at least one item indicative of an 
activity for enforcing a corresponding software feature on the computer, at least one 
activity being defined as a user activity associated with at least one user profile {column 
4, lines 7-26; column 5, lines 1-38), 

storing an indication of the at least one user activity on the computer {column 7, 
lines 9-41), 

accessing the computer with a current user profile {column 4, lines 48-61), and 
retrieving and executing each user activity associated with the current user 
profile in the corresponding operating context {column 5, lines 24-48), 

Regarding claim 4, Aronberg teaches the method according to claim 1, wherein 
each software feature includes a global portion and a user portion necessary in each 
context for activating the software feature, a corresponding item being indicative of the 
global activity of enforcing the global portion {column 6, lines 48-63) and a further 
corresponding item being indicative of the user activity of enforcing the user portion for 
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each associated user profile {column 7. lines 4-32). 

Regarding claim 8, Aronberg teaches the method according to claim 1, wherein 
the computer is a client workstation of a network, the method further including the step 
of receiving the distribution package on the client workstation from a server workstation 
through the network {fig. 1, items 101-104; column 4, lines 13-61). 

Regarding claim 9, Aronberg teaches a computer program directly loadable into 
a working memory of a computer for performing the method of claim 1 when the 
program is run on the computer {fig. 2, items 101-102; column 5, lines 38-48; column 6, 
lines 38-63). 

Regarding claim 10, Aronberg teaches a program product including a computer 
readable medium on which the program of claim 9 is stored(ffg. 2, items 101-102; 
column 5, lines 38-48; column 6, lines 38-63). 

Regarding claim 11, Aronberg teaches a software distribution application for use 
in a computer being accessible with a plurality of different user profiles each one 
associated with a corresponding operating context {column 4, lines 7-61), the software 
distribution application including a distribution agent for receiving a distribution package 
including at least one item indicative of an activity for enforcing a corresponding 
software feature on the computer {column 4, lines 7-61), at least one activity being 
defined as a user activity associated with at least one user profile {column 5, lines 1-48), 
and for storing an indication of the at least one user activity on the computer, and a user 
agent for retrieving and executing each user activity associated with a current user 
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profile in the corresponding operating context {column 5, lines 24-48). 

Regarding claim 12, Aronberg teaches a system for distributing software 
features to a computer being accessible with a plurality of different user profiles each 
one associated with a corresponding operating context {column 4, lines 7-61), the 
system including means for providing a distribution package including at least one item 
indicative of an activity for enforcing a corresponding software feature on the computer 
{column 4, lines 7-61), at least one activity being defined as a user activity associated 
with at least one user profile, means for storing an indication of the at least one user 
activity on the computer {column 5, lines 1-48), means for accessing the computer with 
a current user profile, and means for retrieving and executing each user activity 
associated with the current user profile in the corresponding operating context {column 
5, lines 24-48), 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 
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6. Claims 2, 3, 5-7, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Aronberg, in view of Broster et al (Broster), U.S. Patent No. 
6,424,968 B1. 

Regarding claim 2, Aronberg teaches tlie invention substantially as 
claimed. Aronberg discloses the method of distributing software features . 
according to claim 1 , wherein at least one activity is defined as a global activity 
associated with all the user profiles, the method further including the steps of: 

running a global agent outside the context associated with the current user 
profile {column 3, lines 2-14; column 4, lines 13-61), 

executing each global activity under the control of the global agent 
{column 9, lines 4-32), 

However, Aronberg does not specifically teach running a user agent in an 
computer system during a logon to the computer with the current user profile, 
each user activity being retrieved and executed under the control of the user 
agent. 

In the same field of endeavor, Broster discloses (an information 
management computer system with a user profile with search capabilities that 
work over a long period of time to report after a fixed time interval or at the next 
logon by that user...) [see Broster, column 10, lines 44-49]. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
networking art at the time the invention was made to have incorporated Broster's 
teachings of a method and apparatus to run a user agent during a logon to the 
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computer with the current profile, with the teachings of Aronberg, for the purpose 
of ''providing a transparent interface to a plurality of tools, the user being able to 
use the system without having to select and operate the different tools " as stated 
by Broster in lines 35-39 of column 3. Thus, Aronberg also provides motivation 
to combine by stating a need to also provide to the network with ''the ability to 
provide a software distribution and desktop management system with full 
integration into a graphical user based system. . [see Aronberg, column 2, lines 
45-49]. By this rationale claim 2 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 3, the combination Aronberg-Broster teaches the method 
according to claim 2, wherein the global agent runs on the computer in a logoff 
condition [see Broster, column 10, lines 44-49], The same motivation that was 
utilized in the combination of claim 2, applies equally as well to claim 3 [see 
Broster, column 3, lines 35-39; see Aronberg, column 2, lines 45-49]. By this 
rationale claim 3 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 5, the combination Aronberg-Broster teaches the method 
according to claim 4, wherein each item includes a flag defining the 
corresponding activity as a global activity or a generic user activity, the method 
further including, for each generic user activity, the steps of: 

storing an indication of a completion of the generic user activity for each 
user profile [see Broster, column 3, lines 25-34], and 

verifying whether the generic user activity has been completed in the 
context associated with the current user profile, the generic user activity being 
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executed in the context associated with the current user profile only if the result 
of the verification is negative [see Aronberg, column 7, lines 9-67]. The same 
motivation that was utilized in the combination of claim 2. applies equally as well 
to claim 5 [see Broster, colunrin 3, lines 35-39; see Aronberg, column 2, lines 45- 
49], By this rationale claim 5 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 6, the combination Aronberg-Broster teaches the method 
according to claim 5, further including the steps of: 

storing a global memory structure indicating a status of the global portion 
of each software feature [see Aronberg, fig. 2, items 101-102; column 6, lines 48- 
67; column 7, lines 1-8], 

storing a user memory structure for each user profile indicating a status of 
the user portion of each software feature in the corresponding context [see 
Aronberg, fig. 2, items 101-102; column 7, lines 9-41], and 

verifying whether each generic user activity associated with the current 
user profile has been completed according to a comparison between the global 
memory structure and the corresponding user memory structure [see Aronberg, 
column 7, lines 9-67]. The same motivation that was utilized in the combination 
of claim 2, applies equally as well to claim 6 [see Broster, column 3, lines 35-39; 
see Aronberg, column 2, lines 45-49]. By this rationale claim 6 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 7, the combination Aronberg-Broster teaches the method 
according to claim 5, further including the steps of: 
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storing an indication of each user profile allowed to have each software 
feature enforced [see Aronberg, column 6, lines 48-67; column 7, lines f-S], and 

verifying whether the current user profile is allowed to have the software 
feature corresponding to each generic user activity enforced, each generic user 
activity being executed only if the result of the verification is positive [see 
Aronberg, column 4, lines 47-67; column 7, lines 9-67]. The same motivation 
that was utilized in the combination of claim 2, applies equally as well to claim 7 
[see Broster, column 3, lines 35-39; see Aronberg, column 2, lines 45-49]. By 
this rationale claim 7 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 13, the combination Aronberg-Broster teaches a system 
for distributing software features to a computer being accessible with a plurality 
of different user profiles each one associated with a corresponding operating 
context [see Aronberg, fig. 2, items 101-102; column 4, lines 7-61], the computer 
including a distribution agent for receiving a distribution package including at 
least one item indicative of an activity for enforcing a corresponding software 
feature on the computer [see Aronberg, column 4, lines 7-61], at least one 
activity being defined as a user activity associated with at least one user profile, 
and for storing an indication of the at least one user activity on the computer [see 
Aronberg, column 5, lines 1-48], a logon module for accessing the computer with 
a current user profile, and a user agent for retrieving and executing each user . 
activity associated with the current user profile in the corresponding operating 
context [see Broster, column 10, lines 44-49], The same motivation that was 
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utilized in the combination of claim 2, applies equally as well to claim 13 [see 
Broster, column 3, lines 35-39; see Aronberg, column 2, lines 45-49]. By this 
rationale claim 13 is rejected. 

7. Claims 14-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Aronberg, in view of Anderson et al. (Anderson), U.S. Patent No. 6,578,142 B1. 

Regarding claim 14, Aronberg teaches the invention substantially as claimed. 
Aronberg discloses the method of claim 1, but does not specifically teach in detail a 
method wherein the plurality of different user profiles includes a first user profile for a 
first user of the computer and a second user profile for a second user of the computer, 
and wherein the distribution package includes a first item indicative of a first user activity 
for enforcing a corresponding software feature on the computer for the first user profile 
and a second item indicative of a second user activity for enforcing a corresponding 
software feature on the computer for a second user profile. 

In the same field of endeavor, Anderson discloses a user computer system (fig. 
1 , item 40) that establishes two-way communication and create separate profiles f=or 
the users and for the computer itself and include additional contents to indicate 
information about computer software, hardware, and third party software that are all 
available to the user [see Anderson; column 5, lines 10-38; column 9, lines 24-67]. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the networking 
art at the time the invention was made to have incorporated Anderson's teachings of a 
method that includes a plurality of user profiles, with the teachings of Aronberg, for the 
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purpose of ''providing a metlnod and apparatus for automatically installing and 
configuring software on a computer.. " as stated by Anderson in lines 49-52 of column 1 . 
Thus, Aronberg also provides motivation to combine by stating a need to also provide to 
the network with ''the ability to provide a software distribution and desktop management 
system with full integration into a graphical user based system. . [see Aronberg, 
column 2, lines 45-49]. By this rationale claim 14 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 15, the combination Aronberg-Anderson teaches the method of 
claim 14, wherein the first user activity and the second user activity are different [see 
Anderson; column 5, lines 10-38; column 9, lines 24-67]. The same motivation that was 
utilized in the combination of claim 14, applies equally as well to claim 15 [see 
Anderson, column 1, lines 49-52]. By this rationale, claim 15 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 16, the combination Aronberg-Anderson teaches the method of 
claim 14, wherein the first user activity is to enable a first software product oh the 
computer for the first user profile, the second user activity is to enable a second 
software product on the computer for the second user profile, and wherein the first 
software product is not enabled on the computer for the second user profile [see 
Anderson; column 5, lines 10-38; column 9, lines 24-67]. The same motivation that was 
utilized in the combination of claim 14, applies equally as well to claim 16 [see 
Anderson, column 1, lines 49-52]. By this rationale, claim 16 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 17, the combination Aronberg-Anderson teaches the system of 
claim 12, wherein the plurality of different user profiles includes a first user profile for a 
first user of the computer and a second user profile for a second user of the computer. 
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and wherein the distribution package includes a first item indicative of a first user activity 
for enforcing a corresponding software feature on the computer for the first user profile 
and a second item indicative of a second user activity for enforcing a corresponding 
software feature on the computer for a second user profile for enforcing a corresponding 
software feature on the computer for a second user profile [see Anderson; column 5, 
lines 10-38; column 9, lines 24-67]. The same motivation that was utilized in the 
combination of claim 14, applies equally as well to claim 17 [see Anderson, column 1, 
lines 49-52]. By this rationale, claim 17 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 18, the combination Aronberg-Anderson teaches the system of 
claim 17, wherein the first user activity and the second user activity are different [see 
Anderson; column 5, lines 10-38; column 9, lines 24-67]. The same motivation that was 
utilized in the combination of claim 14, applies equally as well to claim 18 [see 
Anderson, column 1, lines 49-52]. By this rationale, claim 18 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 19, the combination Aronberg-Anderson teaches the system of 
claim 17, wherein the first user activity is to enable a first software product on the 
computer for the first user profile, the second user activity is to enable a second 
software product on the computer for the second user profile, and wherein the first 
software product is not enable on the computer for the second user profile [see 
Anderson; column 5, lines 10-38; column 9, lines 24-67]. The same motivation that was 
utilized In the combination of claim 14, applies equally as well to claim 19 [see 
Anderson, column 1, lines 49-52]. By this rationale, claim 19 is rejected. 
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Regarding claim 20, the combination Aronberg-Anderson teaches the computer 
program of claim 9, wherein the plurality different user profiles includes a first user for a 
first user of the computer and a second user profile for a second user of the computer, 
and wherein the distribution package includes a first item indicative of a first user activity 
for enforcing a corresponding software feature on the computer for the first user profile 
and a second item indicative of a second user activity for enforcing a corresponding 
software feature on the computer for a second user profile [see Anderson; column 5, 
lines 10-38; column 9, lines 24-67]. The same motivation that was utilized in the 
combination of claim 14, applies equally as well to claim 16 [see Anderson, column 1, 
lines 49-52]. By this rationale, claim 20 is rejected. 

Allowed claims 

8. Claim 21 below is ALLOWED. 

An apparatus for distributing software features to a workstation, wherein the 
workstation is accessible by using one of a plurality of user profiles associated with the 
workstation, and wherein the user profiles have associated operating context for 
defining an execution environment of the workstation; comprising: 

a logon module that controls access to the workstation to thereby initiate an 
operating context for a current user profile; 

a network interface for receiving, from a provider of a software distribution 
package, a software distribution package that includes a list of items for enforcing a 
software feature on the workstation,, each item having a first field which defines an 
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activity consisting of one or more instructions to be carried out for reaching a desired 
software configuration, a second field that defines the activity as a global or user 
activity, and one or more files for enforcing the software feature; 

a distribution agent that runs outside any operating context associated with user 
profiles of the plurality of user profiles; 

a global catalogue module, controlled by the distribution agent, which specifies 
global portions of each software feature that have been installed on and removed from 
the workstation; 

a user agent that performs searches in the operating contexts associated with 
the plurality of user profiles; 

a user catalogue module, controlled by the user agent, which specifies 
information on a status of each software feature in each of the operating contexts 
associated with the plurality of user profiles; 

an authorization list module that includes a series of records each having a first 
field identifying a software feature, a second field identifying one or more user profiles 
allowed to have this software feature enforced, wherein: 

the distribution agent, in response to receiving a software package via the 

network interface, executes all the actions of the software package identified as 

global actions and updates a status of corresponding software features in the 

global catalogue module; 

the user agent, in response to an initiation of the operating context 
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associated with the current user profile, retrieves status information for a 
software feature from the global catalogue Module, determines if the current user 
profile is allowed to have this software feature enforce, and extracts status 
information from the user catalogue module for the software feature of the 
software feature is allowed to be enforced for the current user profile; 

the user agent compares the status information from the global catalogue 
module to the status Information from the user catalogue module and determines 
if any further action is necessary to enforce the software feature for current user 
profile; 

the user agent retrieves the instructions needed for enforcing the software 
feature for the current user profile if further action is determined to be necessary; 
and 

the user agent executes the retrieved instructions to thereby enforce the 
software feature for the current user profile and updates status information for the 
software feature in the user catalogue module. 

Reasons for Allowance of claim 21 
The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance of claim 21 : 
the closet prior art of record ((Anderson, U.S. Patent No. 6,578,142 ) does not teach 
nor suggest in detail an authorization list module that includes a series of records each 
having a first field identifying a software feature, a second field identifying one or more 
user profiles allowed to have this software feature enforced, wherein: 
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the distribution agent, in response to receiving a software package via the 
network interface, executes all the actions of the software package identified as 
global actions and updates a status of corresponding software features in the 
global catalogue module; 

the user agent, in response to an initiation of the operating context 
associated with the cunrent user profile, retrieves status information for a 
software feature from the global catalogue Module, determines if the current user 
profile is allowed to have this software feature enforce, and extracts status 
information from the user catalogue module for the software feature of the 
software feature is allowed to be enforced for the current user profile; 

the user agent compares the status information from the global catalogue 
module to the status information from the user catalogue module and determines 
if any further action is necessary to enforce the software feature for cun'ent user 
profile; 

the user agent retrieves the instructions needed for enforcing the software 
feature for the current user profile if further action is determined to be necessary; 
and 

the user agent executes the retrieved instructions to thereby enforce the 
software feature for the current user profile and updates status information for the 
software feature in the user catalogue module, 
(see page 22 of applicant's argument dated 23 May 2005 as well as the enabling portions 
of Applicant's specification, pages 3-4, and 1 6-1 8). So as indicated by the above 
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statements, Applicant's arguments have been considered persuasive, in light of the 
claim limitations as well as the enabling portions of the specification. 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's Request for Reconsideration filed on May 23''^, 2005 has been 
carefully considered but is not deemed fully persuasive. However, because there exists 
the likelihood of future presentation of this argument, the Examiner thinks that it is 
prudent to address Applicants' main points of contention, 

A. The Aronberg patent fails to disclose or suggest, a user profile and any 
mechanism for differentiating between user profiles on the same computing 
device with respect to independent claims 1,11,12, and 13. 

B. Applicant contends that Broster is not concerned with software distribution 
with respect. 

1 0. As to "Point A" it is the position of the Examiner that Aronberg in detail teaches 
the limitations of the above mentioned claims. Applicant's arguments are deemed 
moot in view of the new grounds of rejection as explained above [see rejection of claim 
1 above]. However, Examiner concludes that Aronberg is silent with respect to new 
claim 21. 

As to "Point B", it is also the Examiner's position that Broster's teaching is the 
same field of endeavor (information management system) and that applicant's 
traversals are unpersuasive. However, Examiner concludes that Broster is silent in 
view of new claims 14-21 . 
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Conclusion 

1 1 . Applicant's amendment necessitated tlie new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
examiner should be directed to Jude Jean-Gilles whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3914. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday and every other 
Friday from 8:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Wiley, can be reached on (571 ) 272-3923. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
9000. 

Jude Jean-Gilles 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2143 



JJG 




